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Abstract. The effect of UWB interference on the DCS-1800 
and GSM-900 downlink is studied for different UWB power 
density. For high UWB power density (-70 dBm/MHz), the 
effect of UWB signals is very high when the distance bet-
ween UWB transmitter and DCS-1800 receiver is less than 
1 m. For low UWB power density (-100 dBm/MHz), the 
effect of the UWB signals is quasi null even if  the distance 
between the UWB transmitter and the DCS-1800 receiver 
is 0.5 m. It is found that the spectrum mask proposed by the 
FCC for indoor application (-53 dBm/MHz in the DCS-
1800 band and -41 dBm/MHz in the GSM-900 band) is 
very high to be tolerated by the two mobile systems and we 
have to propose another spectrum mask with lower UWB 
power density. 
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1. Introduction 
The Federal Communications Commission (FCC) 
agreed in February 2002 to allocate 7.5 GHz of spectrum 
for unlicensed use of ultra-wideband (UWB) devices for 
communication applications in the 3.1–10.6 GHz frequen-
cy band, the move represented a victory in a long hard-
fought battle that dated back decades. With its origins in 
the 1960s, when it was called time-domain electromagne-
tics, UWB came to be known for the operation of sending 
and receiving extremely short bursts of RF energy. With its 
outstanding ability for applications that require precision 
distance or positioning measurements, as well as high-
speed wireless connectivity, the largest spectrum allocation 
ever granted by the FCC is unique because it overlaps ot-
her services in the same frequency of operation. Previous 
spectrum allocations for unlicensed use, such as the Unli-
censed National Information Infrastructure (UNII) band 
have opened up bandwidth dedicated to unlicensed devices 
based on the assumption that “operation is subject to the 
following two conditions: 
1. This device may not cause harmful interference; 
2. This device must accept any interference received, 
incl. interference that may cause undesired operation. 
(1) Harmful interference is defined as interference 
that seriously degrades, obstructs or repeatedly interrupts a 
radio communication service. 
(2) This means that devices using unlicensed spect-
rum must be designed to coexist in an uncontrolled envi-
ronment. 
Devices utilizing UWB spectrum operate according to 
similar rules, but they are subject to more stringent require-
ments because UWB spectrum underlays other existing 
licensed and unlicensed spectrum allocations. In order to 
optimize spectrum use and reduce interference to existing 
services, the FCC’s regulations are very conservative and 
require very low emitted power. 
UWB has a number of advantages which make it at-
tractive for consumer communications applications. In par-
ticular, UWB systems 
• have potentially low complexity and low cost; 
• have noise-like signal characteristics; 
• are resistant to severe multipath and jamming; 
• have very good time domain resolution. 
DCS-1800 is a Digital Communications System based 
on GSM, working on a radio frequency of 1800 MHz. Also 
known as GSM-1800 or PCN, this digital network operates 
in Europe and Asia Pacific. The DCS-1800 band provides 
for a DCS uplink in the range 1710-1785 MHz, a DCS 
downlink in the range 1805-1880 MHz. 
The GSM 900 band provides for a GSM uplink in the 
range 890-915 MHz, a  GSM downlink in the range 935-
960 MHz. The GSM 900 band is used in all countries (mo-
re than 168 countries across the globe) in which GSM net-
works are found, except for United States. 
Hamalainen et al. studied the coexistence of the UWB 
system with GSM900, UMTS/WCDMA, and GPS [1], and 
evaluated the level of the interference caused by different 
UWB signal to the three up mentioned systems. Also they 
evaluated the performance degradation of UWB systems in 
the presence of narrow bandwidth interference and pulsed 
jamming. They have given the bit error rate (BER) of the 
above mentioned systems for different pulse length. 
Hamalainen et al. investigated the coexistence of the 
UWB system with IEEE802.11a and UMTS in Modified 
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Saleh-Valenzuela Channel [2]. The UWB system perfor-
mance has been studied in the presence of multiband inter-
ference. Interference sources considered are IEEE802.11a 
and UMTS which are operating simultaneously with their 
maximum system bandwidths. The system under conside-
ration is single band and single user UWB link operating at 
data rate of 100 Mbps without error correction coding. 
They have given the bit error rate (BER) of the UWB sys-
tem for different types of modulation (direct sequence and 
time hopping). 
Guiliano et al. studied the interference between the 
UMTS and the UWB system [3]. They have used the free 
space propagation model to calculate the UWB signal pro-
pagation loss. They have concluded that, a carrier frequen-
cy of 3.5 is the minimum allowable value for UWB device 
transmitting at 100Mb/S in order to avoid harmful interfe-
rence between UMTS and UWB. In [4], Hamalainen et al. 
investigated the effect of in band interference power cau-
sed by different kinds of UWB signal at UMTS/WCDMA 
uplink and downlink frequency bands. UWB frequency 
spectra have been produced by using several types of nar-
row pulse waveforms. They have concluded that one can 
reduce interfering UWB power by using different wave-
forms and pulse widths to avoid UMTS frequencies with-
out any additional filtering. In [5], Hamalainen et al. stu-
died the effect of the in band interference power caused by 
three different kinds of UWB signal on GPS L1 and GSM-
900 uplink band. UWB frequency spectra have been gene-
rated by using several types of narrow pulse waveforms all 
base on Gaussian pulse. In-band interference power has 
been calculated over the IF bandwidth of the two victim 
receiver as a function of the UWB pulse width. Also the 
signal attenuation with distance has been presented.  
Non of the above mentioned works studied the effect 
of the UWB interference on the urban macrocell range. 
The aim of this work is to investigate the effect of UWB on 
DCS-1800 and GSM-900 on the urban macrocell downlink 
performance (range).  
The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section 
2 presents the methodology for studying the effect of the 
UWB interference on the DCS-1800 and GSM-900 down-
link performance is presented. In section 3 different results 
are given. Finally, section 4 addresses the conclusions. 
2. Effect of UWB Interference on the 
DCS-1800 and GSM-900 Downlink 
Performance 
The DCS-1800 and the GSM-900 downlink link-bud-
get used in this section has an elements shown in Table 1. 
To account for UWB, an extra source of interference 
is added linearly to the GSM and DCS system interference. 
The interference power is calculated by assuming the UWB 
source to be at different distances from DCS or GSM re-
ceiver (the mobile station). Therefore, the interference po-
wer generated by a device UWB, IUWB, is given by (in 
dBm): 
AntUWBUWBUWB GdLPI +−= )(  . (1) 
where PUWB is the UWB EIRP in dBm in the GSM or the 
DCS band, LUWB(d) is the path-loss between the UWB de-
vice and the GSM or the DCS receiver which varies with 
the separation distance d in m, and GAnt is the GSM or the 
DCS antenna gain. 
 
A Max. link transmit power  dBm 40 dBm 
B Transmitter gains dB 18 dB 
C Transmitter local losses dB 2 dB 
D Transmitter EIRP dB A+B-C= 56 dBm 
E Receiver noise figure dB 8 
F SNR req dB 10 
G Receiver sensitivity dBm -174+53+E+F =
= -103 dBm 
H Indoor loss dB 10 dB 
I Maximum path loss dB D-G-H = 149 dB 
J Log normal fade margin dB 8 dB 
K Compensated Path-loss dB I-J = 141 dB 
Tab. 1.  The DCS-1800 and GSM-900 macrocell downlink budget. 
Given that UWB devices are typically low power, short 
range devices, then the line-of-sight path-loss model is 
often most appropriate. Effect of UWB interference is to 
reduce the DCS-1800 and the GSM-900 macrocell range. 
The UWB signal propagation loss in dB at a distance 
d is given by [3]: 
)(log20)( 10 dadLUWB +≈  , (2) 
where a is given by: 
⎟⎠
⎞⎜⎝
⎛= λ
π4log20 10a  , (3) 
where λ is the wave length. The UWB signal propagation 
loss in dB at the DCS-1800 band is calculated as: 
)(log207.37)( 10 ddLUWB +≈  . (4) 
To calculate the DCS-1800 macrocell initial range RDCS,o 
we have used the following relation: 
)(log35135)( 10 kmDCS RdBL +≈  . (5) 
Thus, 
135)()(log10 10 −= dBLRs DCSkm  , (6) 
where s is the DCS-1800 signal propagation exponent as-
sumed to be 3.5. LDCS depends on the SNR of the DCS-
1800 signal, i.e., lower is the noise, higher is the accepted 
compensated propagation loss. Thus we can rewrite (6) as 
135)(log10 10 −−= SkRs km  , (7) 
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where k is constant, and S is the DCS-1800 receiver sensi-
tivity. When the total noise power consists from the DCS-
1800 system noise IDCS only, then: 
135log10 ,10 −−= SkRs oDCS  , (8) 
where RDCS,o is the DCS-1800 initial range 
10
135
, 10
−−
=
Sk
s
oDCSR  . (9) 
With the existence of the UWB noise (IUWB), the DCS re-
ceiver sensitivity will increase. Thus 
135log10 10 −−−= NSkRs DCS  , (10) 
where RDCS is the DCS new range when the UWB affects 
the DCS system and N is the DCS receiver sensitivity in-
crement (dB): 
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−−−
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We can notice that 10N/10 is the DCS receiver sensitivity in-
crement in natural number, given by: 
DCS
UWBDCS
N
I
II +=1010  . (16) 
Thus, the macrocell range RDCS with the existence of the 
UWB interference is given as: 
( )s UWBDCS
DCS
oDCSDCS II
IRR
1
, +=  . (17) 
The UWB signal propagation loss in dB at the GSM-900 
band is calculated as: 
)(log2032)( 10 ddLUWB +≈  . (18) 
The macrocell range RGSM with the existence of the UWB 
interference is given as: 
( )s UWBGSM
GSM
oGSMGSM II
IRR
1
, +=  , (19) 
where RGSM,o is the GSM-900 urban macrocell initial range 
without the UWB interference, s is the GSM-900 signal 
propagation exponent assumed to be 3.5. The GSM-900 
macrocell initial range RGSM,o has been calculated using the 
following relation: 
)(log35129)( 10 kmGSM RdBL +≈  . (20) 
3. Results 
Firstly, we study the case of DCS-1800 service where 
SNR (Signal to Noise Ratio) of 10 dB is required. The ini-
tial DCS-1800 receiver sensitivity is -103 dBm. To calcula-
te the receiver sensitivity increment we use (4) to calculate 
the UWB signal propagation loss. Then the UWB noise is 
calculated using (1) assuming that the UWB transmitting 
antenna gain is 0 dB, the DCS receiving antenna gain is 
0 dB and that the DCS noise bandwidth is 200 kHz.  
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Fig. 1. DCS-1800 SNR as a function of DCS-1800 macrocellu-
lar range for 3 different distances between the UWB trans-
mitter and the DCS-1800 receiver for PUWB = -70 dBm/MHz. 
Fig. 1 shows the downlink SNR as a function of the DCS-
1800 macrocell ranges for three different distances ( 0.5 m, 
1 m and 2 m) between the UWB transmitter and the DCS-
1800 mobile when UWB power density is -70 dBm/MHz. 
It can be noticed that the DCS-1800 new macrocell range 
(in the presence of the UWB interference) is 972 m , 1219 
m and 1351 m for distances of 0.5 m,1 m and 2 m resp. 
Fig. 2 shows the downlink SNR as a function of the 
DCS-1800 macrocell ranges for three different distances 
(0.5 m, 1 m and 2 m)  between the UWB transmitter and 
the  DCS-1800 mobile when the UWB power density is 
-90 dBm/MHz. It can be noticed that the DCS-1800 new 
macrocell range (in the presence of the UWB interference) 
is 1402 m, 1410 m and 1412 m for distances of 0.5 m, 1 m 
and 2 m respectively. 
Table 2 gives the new DCS-1800 macrocell range for 
different UWB power density as a function of the distance 
between the UWB transmitter and the DCS-1800 mobile. It 
can be noticed that the effect of UWB interference is high 
for a power density of -50 dBm/MHz and distance of 2 m. 
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At an UWB power density of -90 dBm/MHz or less, the ef-
fect of the UWB interference is quasi null (macrocell range 
reduction < 1%). Also it can be noticed that, the unconta-
minated  DCS-1800 system has macrocell range of 1412 m. 
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Fig. 2. DCS-1800 SNR as a function of DCS-1800 macrocellu-
lar range for 3 different distances between the UWB trans-
mitter and DCS-1800 receiver when PUWB = -90 dBm/MHz. 
Next we study the case of GSM-900 service where SNR 
(Signal to Noise Ratio) of 10 dB is required. The initial 
GSM-900 receiver sensitivity is also -103 dBm. We assu-
me that the UWB transmitting antenna gain is 0 dB, the 
GSM receiving antenna gain is 0 dB and that the GSM 
noise bandwidth is 200 KHz. Fig. 3 shows the downlink 
SNR as a function of the GSM-900 macrocell ranges for 
three different distances (0.5 m, 1 m and 2 m) between the 
UWB transmitter and the  GSM-900 mobile when the 
UWB power density is -70 dBm/MHz. It can be noticed 
that the GSM-900 new macrocell range (in the presence of 
the UWB interference) is 1055 m, 1463 m and 1823 m for 
distances of 0.5 m,1 m and 2 m respectively. 
 
UWB power 
density 
[dBm/MHz] 
DCS range 
at the distan-
ce= 0.5 m 
DCS range 
at the distan-
ce = 1.0 m 
DCS range 
at the distan-
ce = 2.0 m 
-50 285 422 620 
-55 395 582 834 
-60 545 787 1065 
-65 742 1019 1250 
-70 972 1219 1351 
-75 1184 1336 1392 
-80 1319 1386 1406 
-90 1402 1410 1412 
-100 1411 1412 1412 
Tab. 2.  DCS-1800 macrocellular range vs. UWB power density. 
Fig. 4 shows the downlink SNR as a function of the GSM-
900 macrocell ranges for three different distances (0.5 m, 
1 m and 2 m) between the UWB transmitter and the GSM-
900 mobile when UWB power density is -100 dBm/MHz. 
It can be noticed that the GSM-900 new macrocell range 
(in the presence of the UWB interference) is 2090 m, 
2094 m and 2095 m for distances of 0.5 m, 1 m and 2 m 
resp. The GSM-900 system has an original macrocell range 
of 2096 m. 
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Fig. 3. GSM-900 SNR as a function of GSM-900 macrocellular 
range for 3 different distances between the UWB transmitter 
and the GSM-900 receiver when PUWB = -70 dBm/MHz. 
Table 3 gives the new GSM-900 macrocell range for diffe-
rent UWB power density as a function of the distance bet-
ween the UWB transmitter and the GSM-900 mobile. It 
can be noticed that the effect of UWB interference is high 
for a power density of -70 dBm/MHz and distance of 2 m. 
At UWB power density of -95 dBm/MHz or less, the effect 
of the UWB interference is quasi null (macrocell range re-
duction < 1%). 
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Fig. 4. GSM-900 SNR as a function of GSM-900 macrocellular 
range for 3 different distances between the UWB transmitter 
and the GSM-900 receiver when PUWB = -100 dBm/MHz. 
From the above given results we can conclude that the 
spectrum mask proposed by the FCC for indoor application 
(-53 dBm/MHz in the DCS-1800 band and -41 dBm/MHz 
in the GSM-900 band) is very high to be tolerated by the 
two mobile systems and we have to have another spectrum 
mask with lower UWB power density. 
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UWB power 
density 
[dBm/MHz] 
GSM range 
at the distan-
ce = 0.5 m 
GSM range 
at the distan-
ce = 1.0 m 
GSM range 
at the distan-
ce = 2.0 m 
-70 1055 1463 1823 
-80 1718 1966 2060 
-85 1937 2051 2084 
-90 2039 2081 2092 
-95 2077 2091 2095 
-100 2090 2094 2095 
Tab. 2.  GSM-900 macrocellular range vs. UWB power density. 
Fig. 5 shows the FCC indoor and our recommended radi-
ation mask for indoor applications resulting from this 
work. For a frequency greater than or equal to 3.1 GHz, the 
two masks have the same values of the UWB accepted po-
wer density. For frequencies less than 3.1 GHz, our recom-
mended mask has always an accepted UWB power density 
lower than the UWB power density given by the FCC re-
commendations. 
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Fig. 5.  The FCC and our recommended radiation masks. 
4. Conclusions 
We have studied the effect of the UWB transmitters 
on the DCS-1800 and GSM-900 downlink for different 
UWB power density. For a high UWB power density, the 
effect of the UWB signals is very high when the distance 
between the UWB transmitter and the DCS-1800 receiver 
is less than 1 m. For low UWB power density (-100 dBm 
per MHz) or less, the effect of the UWB signals is very low 
even when the distance between the UWB transmitter and 
the DCS-1800 receiver is less than 1 m. 
References 
[1] HAMALAINEN, M., HOVINEN, V., TESI, R., IINATI, J., LATA-
VA-AHO, M. On the UWB system coexistance with GSM900, 
UMTS/WCDMA, and GPS. IEEE Journal on Selected Areas in 
Communications, 2002, vol. 20, no. 9, p. 1712 - 1721. 
[2] HAMALAINEN, M., TESI, R., IINATI, J. UWB co-existence with 
IEEE802.11a and UMTS in modified Saleh-Valenzuela channel. In 
Proceedings of the Conference on Ultra Wideband Systems, 2004. 
2004, p. 45 – 49. 
[3] GIULIANO, R., MAZZENGA, F., VATALARO, F. On the interfe-
rence between UMTS and UWB systems. In Proceedings of the 
Conference on Ultra Wideband Systems 2003. 2003, p. 339 – 343. 
[4] HAMALAINEN, M., HOVINEN, V., IINATI, J., LATAVA-AHO, 
M. In-band interference power caused by different kinds of UWB 
signals at UMTS/WCDMA frequency bands. In Proceedings of the 
2001 IEEE Radio and Wireless Conference, RAWCON 2001. 2001, 
p. 97 – 100. 
[5] HAMALAINEN, M., HOVINEN, V., IINATI, J., LATAVA-AHO, 
M. In-band interference of three kind of UWB signals in GPS L1 
band and GSM900 uplink band. In Proceedings of the 12th Inter-
national Symposium on Personal, Indoor and Mobile Radio Com-
munications, PIMRC 2001. 2001, p. D 76 - 80. 
About Authors... 
Bazil TAHA-AHMED was born in Mosul, Iraq, in 1960. 
He received the B.Sc. and M.Sc. degrees in telecommuni-
cation engineering from the University of Mosul, in 1982 
and 1985, respectively. He got the Ph. D degree in tele-
communication engineering from the Polytechnic Univer-
sity of Madrid in 2003. From 1985 to 1998, he was 
teaching at the Electrical Engineering Department at Mosul 
University. 
Bazil has published more than 30 scientific journal and 
conference papers in the area of the electromagnetic pro-
pagation and CDMA systems, particularly the CDMA 
capacity. His research interests includes CDMA capacity 
and E. M. Wave propagation in micro-cellular and macro-
cellular environments. 
Miguel CALVO-RAMON was born in Pueyo de Jaca, 
Huesca, Spain on June 10, 1949. He got the Ingeniero de 
Telecomunicación degree from the Escuela Técnica Su-
perior de Ingenieros de Telecomunicación of the Univer-
sidad Politécnica de Madrid in 1974 and the Doctor 
Ingeniero de Telecomunicación degree from the same 
University in 1979.  
He works as Professor in the Señales Sistemas y Radio-
comunicaciones (Signals, Systems and Radiocommunica-
tions) department where he obtained the Catedrático (Full 
Professor) position in 1986. 
Leandro de HARO-ARIET was born in Barcelona, 
Spain, on May 17, 1962. He got the Ingeniero de Tele-
comunicación degree in 1986 and the Doctor Ingeniero de 
Telecomunicación degree (Apto cum laude) in 1992 both 
from the Escuela Técnica Superior de Ingenieros de Tele-
comunicación of the Universidad Politécnica de Madrid 
(Dept. of Señales, Sistemas y Radiocomunicaciones).  
Since 1990 he develops his professional career in the 
E.T.S. Ingenieros de Telecomunicación of the Universidad 
Politécnica de Madrid (Dept. of "Señales, Sistemas y Ra-
diocomunicaciones") as Assistant Professor on the Signal 
Theory and Communications area. 
56 CALL FOR PAPERS, REVIEWERS 
Call for Papers 
Microwave and Antenna Techniques: 
the Latest Development 
A Special Issue of 
 
October 15, 2005:  Submission of a paper 
A paper is requested being submitted via e-mail to raida@feec.vutbr.cz. The manuscript has to be prepared in MS Word 
for Windows in Radioengineering Publishing Style. The example document with proper styles is available at: 
http://www.feec.vutbr.cz/UREL/RADIOENG/ 
Due to the very short publication time, extreme care has to be devoted to the formal processing of the paper. A paper of an 
inadequate form might be rejected from that reason. 
An author is encouraged to submit a PDF version of the paper together with the MS Word document in order to simplify 
handling the paper. 
October 31, 2005:  Notification of acceptance 
Two independent reviewers review a paper submitted. Reviews are distributed to the authors via e-mail. If paper is 
accepted for publication, authors are asked to revise the paper in accordance with review comments. 
November 15, 2005:  Submission of a revised paper 
The revised paper has to be delivered to the editors via e-mail in the form of the MS Word document as described in 
"Submission of a paper". 
RADIOENGINEERING  REVIEWERS 
April 2005, Volume 14, Number 1 
 
• BEZOUŠEK, P., University of Pardubice 
• BILÍK, V., Slovak Univ. of Technology, Bratislava 
• BIOLEK, D., University of Defense, Brno 
• ČERNOCKÝ, J., Brno Univ. of Technology, Brno 
• DÝMAL, P., Brno University of Technology, Brno 
• FIŠER, O., Czech Academy of Sciences, Praha 
• FONTÁN, J. P., Escuela Superior de Ingen. de Bilbao 
• HÁJEK, K., University of Defense, Brno 
• JAN, J., Brno University of Technology, Brno 
• KVIČERA, V., TESTCOM, Praha 
• MARŠÁLEK, R., Brno Univ. of Technology, Brno 
• MOHAMMED, A., Blekinge Inst. of Tech., Ronneby 
• MOHYLOVÁ, J., Technical University Ostrava 
• MOTLÍČEK, P., Brno Univ. of Technology, Brno 
• NOUZA, J., Technical University of Liberec 
• PROKEŠ, A., Brno University of Technology, Brno 
• SCHEJBAL, V., University of Pardubice 
• SOVKA, P., Czech Technical University, Prague 
• SÝKORA, J., Czech Technical University, Prague 
• VEDRAL, J., Czech Technical University, Prague 
• ZELINKA, I., University of T. Baťa, Zlín 
